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REVEREND BRETHREN, 


PON a Serious and attentive Re- 
view of the general State of Reli- 
gion amongſt us, and of the parti- 
cular Controverſies now depending, I could 
not think of any Subject more uſeful, or 
at this time, more ſeaſonable, than the 
Subject of ' Fundamentals, The Name is a 
noted Name, frequently occurring in re- 
ligious Debates: But the Notion is often 
left $bſcure, and the Application is ſo va- 
rious among contending Parties, that it may 
be difficult to fix any certain Rule for it, tho 


it is allowed, on all Hands, that much de- 
pends upon it. 


A Lonxp 


(62) 

Lo RD Verulam, at the Beginning of the 
laſt Century, expreſſed his judgement of the 
great importance of diſtinguiſhing rightly be- 
tween Points fundamental, and Points of 
further Perfection; ſo He worded the di- 
ſtinction, tho', I think, not accurately. At 
the ſame time, He complimented the Di- 
vines of that Age, as having done their 
Parts to entire ſatisfaction, upon That Ar- 
ticle a. But upon more mature Conſide- 
ration, 20 Years after, or nearly, He ap- 
prehended that ſome further Improvement 
was (till wanting and ſo He recommended 
it, among the de/zderata in Theology, to the 
care and diligence of ſucceeding Divines. b 
The Subject has ſince paſs'd thro' many 
learned and judicious Handse, moſt of 
them complaining of the Perplexities ap- 
pearing in it, but all bearing teſtimony to 


the 


a See Advancement of Learning. pag. 320, 321. Firſt 
Ed. A. D. 1605. 11 | 
(b) Augmentum Scientiarum. L. IX. p. 532, Ed. 
Pariſ. A. D. 1624. ? "ny 
(e) 1635. Mede's Letters. Opp. Vol. II. p. 1064-1074. 
1638. Chillingworth. Part. I. Ch. 3d. p. 115. 


1650. Johann. Hoornbeect. Socin. Confut. Tom. 1. 
L. I. C. 1x. p. 181. 


Exercitat. Theolog. p. 712. &c. 
1654. Dr. Hammond. Opp. Vol. I. p. 275. 
1665. Bp. Stillingfleet. Rat. Account. Part, I. cap. 


G2. 3+ 4- Ye 
1680. Lambert. Veltburſius. Opp. Vol. I. p. 693. 
1682. Dean Sherloct. Vindic. of Stillingfleet. Ch. 5, 
1693. Dr. Clagett. Vol. II, Serm 2d and 3d. 


1694. 
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the great weight and Importance of it. 4 


The very name of Fundamental carries 
in it ſome confuſe general Idea of weight 
and ſignificancy; which again riſes in pro- 
portion to the Dignity of the Subject where- 


unto it belongs. Every Art or Science, e- 


. . . * 
very Society, Syſtem, or Conſtitution has its 


fundamental Rules, Laws, Principles, or 


Conſtituents, which it reſts upon, and 
whereby it ſubſiſts. The word Fundamental, 
in ſuch Caſes, ſeems to mean the ſame 
Thing with eſſenzial, and to denote That 
wherein the very eſſence, or ſul ſiſtence of 
the Subject ſpoken of is contained. And 
as there is a juſt Diſtinction to be made 


1694. Frid. Spanheim. Fil. Opp. Tom. III. pag. 
1289. &c. 


1696. Pufendorf, jus feciale divinum : five de con- 

ſenſu & diſſenſu Proteſtantium. 

1697. Witfus. In Symbolum Apoſtol. p. 9. &c. 
1719. Alphonſ. Turretin de Articulis Fundamentalibus, 
(d) Ardua ſatis, & tamen meceſſaria eſt diſquiſitio de dog- 

matibus & erroribus fundamentalibus. Hinc enim pendent 
Diſputationes & deliberationes de Libertate P rophetandi, de 
Tolerantia & Moderatione, de Harefi, de Seceſſione, de Schiſ 
mate, de Unione & Syneretiſmo Eceleſiarum, de Excommuni- 
catione &c. | y, 
Voetius. Diſp. 5. Conf. Spanheim, p. 1289, 
Res ſane difficilis, ſed cujus difficultas incredibili quadam 
utilitate compenſatur. Nam, imo Te Dogmatum Funda- 
mentalium a c#teris diſtinctio, in Ps Es adjuva - 
bit. 2do. Ea res ad Chriſtianorum coneordiam munitam viam 
parabit : Quomodo enim Pacis iniri Conſilia, antequam illud 
in genere decernatur, quid fit dogma fundamentale, nec in- 
telligi quidem poteſt. Steph. Gauſen. Diſſert. Theolog. p. 
104. Edit, Halz. | 


4 
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between Eſſentials and Circumſtantiali, ſo is 
there the like juſt Diſtinction to be made be- 


tween Fundamentals and Extra-fundamentals 


or Non fundamentals. When we apply the 
Epithet Fundamental either to Religion in 


general, or to Chriſtianity in particular, we 


are ſuppoſed to mean ſomething eſſential 
to Religion, or Chriſtianity; ſo neceſſary 
to its Being, or at leaſt to its well-being, 
that it could not ſubſiſt, or not maintain 
itſelf tolerably without it. 

There is in Scripture it ſelf, as well as in 
the reaſon of the Thing, ground ſufficient 
tor diſtinguiſhing between Points funda- 
mental to Chriſtianity, and Points of ſmall- 
er moment. There are the weightier Mat- 
ters, and the Matters es weighty ; ſome 
Things deſerving our moſt earneſt heed, o- 


thers requiring no more than ordinary or 


common care, I ſhalt not take up your 
Time in commenting upon the ſeveral Texts 
which appear to have intimated the Diſtin— 
ction or to have expreſsd it in terms*®, The 


whole Tenour of the New-Teſtament a- 
\ bundantly authorizes the diſtinction, while 


it lays a very particular ſtreſs upon ſome 
Doctrines more than upon others, and while 


le) See the Texts brought together and deſcanted upon, in 

| Hoornbeeck, Socin. Confut. L. I. c. 1x. p. 188. &c, 
Pelthufius. Tract: de Fundament. p. 705. | 
Frid. Spanbeim. Tom. III. 1058. 1305, 
Turretin. de Fundam. p. 7, 8. 


$ it 


68 
it condemns the contrary Tencts as ſub. 
verſive of the Goſpel, or as fruſtrating the 
Grace of God, or as rendring the Falle- 
Teachers altogether unworthy of Chriſtian 
Communion. The whole conduct of our 
Lord's Apoſtles ſufficiently declares the 
ſame Thing : But I ſhall inſtance only in 
St. Paul, that I may not be tedious in a.. 
plain Caſe. There were in the days of 
the Apoſtles, Fudajzers of two ſeveral kinds; 
ſome thinking themſelves obliged, as Fews, 
to retain their Fudaiſm along with Chri- 
ſtianity, Others conceiving that the Moſai- 
cal Law was ſo neceſſary, that it it ought 
to be received, under pain of damna- 
tion, by all whether Fews, or Gentiles. 
Both the Opinions were wrong; but the 
one was Zolerable, and the other was /into- 
lerable. Wherefore St. Paul complied in 
ſome meaſure with the Judaigers of the 
firſt ſort, being willing, in ſuch Caſes, zo 
become all Things to all Men*: And He ex- 
horted his new Converts of the Gentiles, to 
bear with them, and to receive them as 
Brethrens. But as to the Fauaatzers of the 
Second Sort, He would not give place to 

them by Subjettion, no not for an Hour, leſt 


the Truth of the Goſpel ſhould fatally ſuffer 


(f) See 1. Cor. IX. 19. 23. Acts. XVI. z. 
Ach. XXI. 21 —— 26. | 


( g } Sce Rom. XIV. XV, Coloſſ. II. 16, 17. 


by 
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by it h. He anathematized them as ſubvert- 
ers of the Faith of Chriſt, and as a Re- 
proach to the Chriſtian Name i. This ſin- 
gle· Inſtance may ſuffice to point out the 
Diſtinction between Fundamentals, and Non- 
fundamentals; and to illuſtrate the Uſe of 
it in Practice. 

The Primitive Churches, afterwards had 
the ſame Diſtinction all along in their eye, 
as might be made appear from numerous 
and plain Teſtimoniesk. But their ordinary 
Conduct in admitting Perſons to Commu— 
nion, or rejecting them from it, accordin 
ro That Rule l, is a plain and ſenſible Ar- 
gument drawn from certain Fact, which 
ſuperſedes all further Enquiries. Unity 
in the fundamental Articles of Faith was 
always ſtrictly inſiſted upon, as one neceſ- 
ſary Condition of Church-memberſhip : 
And if any Man openly and reſolutely op- 
poſed thoſe Articles, or any of them, He 
was rejected as a Deſerter of the Common- 
Faith, and treated as an Alien. 

From hence then it may appear, that 
the diſtinction which we are now upon, is 


(h) Gal. II. 5. 21. 

(i) Gal. I. 7, 8, 9, V. 12. 

(k) See many of thoſe "Teſtimonies collected in 

' Frid. Spanheim. Tom, III. 1059, 1306. 
Hoornbeeck. Socin. Confut. L. I. c. 1x. p. 210. 


Turretin. p. 9. 


(1) See Bingham. Chriſtian Antiquities, B. XVI. c. 1. 
| ancient, 
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ancient, and well grounded: And of what 
moment it is, may be collected from hence, 
that the previous Queſtion, in almoſt every 
diſpute concerning Chureh. communion, de- 
pends upon it. Nor need we wonder if 
much pains has been taken by many to 
perplex and entangle it: For They who are 
moſt afraid of being condemn'd by the 
Rule, will declare againſt it, or will warp 
and pervert it, to make it ſerve their own 
purpoſes. Hence it is, that we have almoſt 
as many different Rules for determining 
Fundamentals, as there are different Seas 
or Parties; And that which might other- 
wiſe ſerve ( if all Men were reaſonable) to 
end all Differences, has itſelf been too 
often made one principal Bone of Conten- 
tion. | 

But tho' perverſe Diſputers may at any 
time raiſe Clouds and Darkneſs, and there 
is no Rule ſo clear, but a Wrangler may 
contrive a thouſand ways to perplex and 
intangle itz yct if the Point can but be once 
ſettled upon a rational Foot, the clearing it 
ſo far will ſuffice among the Honeſt and 
reaſonable part of Mankind; and it is an 
end worthy of our Thoughts and Care®. It 


18 
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(m) Optari id magis poteſt quam ſperari inter Chriſtia- 
nos ut conveniatur vel in judicis de necgſſariis & funda- 


m-ntalibus Religionis, vel ut in iis ab omnibus unanimiter 
ſtetur 


Adeo aliud eſt, quid hie alibique fieri de- 
| beat 


"| $07 
is morally certain that all Schemes of 


Projects for any perfect union of Chti- 
ſtians, however well intended or wiſe⸗ 


ty laid, will at length fail in the Iſ- 


ſuc, (thro the almoſt infinite variety of 
Capacities, Tempers, Intereſts, Paſſions, 
Prejudices) juſt as all Schemes for an uni- 
verſal Peace throughout the World, (or 
only over all Europe) will of courſe fail of 
effect: Nevertheleſs, we ought evermore 
ſeriouſly to feck after Peace, whether Re- 
ligious or Secular, and to promote the ſame 
by inſtruction, counſel, and endeavour, as 
far as poſſible, or reaſonable, leaving the e- 
vent to God. And therefore there is no 
reaſon for throwing aſide any uſeful means 
of making Peace, tho' ſome P crſons will 
not admit of them, and Others may turn 
them into a matter of more Strife. 

As the Diſtinction between Doctrines 


Fundamental and Non- fundamental is un- 


doubtedly juſt in the general, and is con- 
feſs'd, in a manner, by all Parties to be a 
good previous Rule for ſettling the Terms 
of Chriſtian Communion, there is certain] y 
a way of clearing it from all reaſonable 


Exceptions, however difficult it may be to 


come at that way. Errour may run Men 
into inextricable Mazes, and commonly 


beat videre & monere; aliud, quid fieri poſit vel eventu- 
rum videatur, indicare, Hoornbeeck. L. I c. ix. p. 199. 


docs 
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docs ſo: But true and vight Principles, re- 
gularly and aptly purſued, will always find 
a clear exit. I proceed then to the Buſi- 
nels in hand.  _ 

It will be ncedleſs here to diſtinguiſh be- 
tween the Fundamentals of WEL and Re- 
vealed Religion, becauſe Revealed takes in 
Both, and Both ſo conſidered fall into one. 
It will be cqually needleſs to diſtinguiſh 
nicely between the ſeveral Fundamentals of 
Faith, Worſhip and Morality, becaule all of 
them indifferently are eſſential to Chriſtia- 
nity, and ought equally to be inſiſted upon, 
as Terms of Chriſtian Communion, But it 
may be highly needful to diſtinguiſh Fun- 
damentals conſidered in an abſtradF view, 

as ellentials of the Chriſtian Fabrick or $y- 
tem, (in which view it is, that they arc 
3 moſt properly called Eſſentials and Funda- 
mentals) and Fundamentals conſidered in a 
relative view to particular Perſons, in which 
reſpect they are frequently called neceſſaries, as 
being ordinarily neceſſaty to Salvation. For 
tho' the Fundamentals and the Neceſſaries do 
really coincide, and are indeed the fame 
Thing, (equal Capacitics and Opportunitics 4 
ſuppoſed) yet ſo great is the variety of Capa- 
cities and Opportunities in different Perſons, 
that one Rule and Mcaſure of Neceſſaries 
will not cqually ſerve for atl. The want of 
oblerying this very uſeful Diſtinction be- 
| * tWeen 


( 10 ) 
tween Fundamentals as ſuch in an atb/tract 
View, and Neceſſaries as ſuch in a relative 
View, has unhappily occaſion'd much con- 
fuſion in our preſent Subject: And there- 
fore the ſureſt and readieſt way to clear it 
up to ſatisfaction, will be to attend care- 
fully to the Diſtinction now mention'd ®. 
Fundamentals in their abſfrad View are of 
a fix d determined Nature as much as Chri- 
ſtianity itſelf is, and may“ be aſcertain'd by 
plain and unalterable Rules: But Funda- 
mentals in their relative View to Perſons, 
will always vary with the Capacities and Op- 
portunities of the Perſons. There is no cer— 
tain Judgment-to be made as to particular 
Men, either with reſpect to their Heads, or 
their Hearts: Neither can we preſume to 
determine in ſpecial, how far the Divine 


Mercies may extend * towards 1acots, or Ment 
next 


(n) Bp. Stillingfleet means the ſame Thing in the 
main, tho' He words it differently, where He diſtingui- 
ſhes between what Things are neceſſary to the Salvation 
of Men as ſuch, or conſidered in their ſingle or private 
Capacities; and what Things are nccefſary to be owned in 
order to Salvation by Chriſtian Societies, or as the Bonds 
and Conditions of Ecclefiaſtical Communion, Whereupon He 
further adds: The want of Underſtanding This Di/tin- 
« #ion of the neceſſity of Things, has cauſed moſt of the 
« Perplexities and Confuſion in this Controverſy of Fun- 
« damentals. 

Stillingfleet. Rat. Account. Part. 1ff. c. 2. p. 49. 

(o) Ad Salutem quæ preciſe exigantur, ita ut ſinè 1is 
& explicite & hue vel eo uſque agnitis) nemo a Deo ſal- 
vetur vel ſalvari poſſit, ecquis determinabit ? Sc. minimuze 

guod 


( IT ) 
next to Heots; toward Enthuſiaſts, or o- 
thers not far from Enthuſiaſts; towards e- 
ven ſenſible and learned Men erring fun- 
damentally, but under ſome unconquerable 
prejudice, or diſorder of Mind . In this 
View, there is no fix'd meaſure of Funda- 
mentals: Or to ſpcak more properly, tho 
Fundamentals as ſuch, are fix d and eſtab- 
liſh'd in the very nature or rcaſon of 
Ihings, yet Neceſſaries as ſuch, arc not ſo; 


quod. fic. Neque Dei Conſiliarius aliquis exiſtit, vel Fudex 
ſalutis aut damnationis ab ipſo eſt conſtitutus, ut non modo 
doceat neceſſaria ad ſalutem creditu factuque, (quod omni- 
um Doctorum eſt) ſed definiat cum quo & quanto five witro 
live errore, aliquis non poſſit ad ſalutem admitti, vel poſſit. 
Ad Salutem quæ requirat Deus, & quæ nobis velit eſſe 
| cordi, verbum ejus copioſe tradit: At quid Ipſe welit facere, 
& quomodo aut quouſque vel pro miſericordia cum Homini- 
bus agere aut Fu/t:tia, ipſi relinquendum duco. Loquor de 
T preciſe ultimi termini in Peccato vel Errore, ad Salutem vel 
E Damnationem defnitione; mihi quidem, quicquid Alii ali- 
ter cenſeant, viſum ſemper inſcrutabiſee. | 
Hoornbeeck. Exercit. 'Theolog. p. 713. 
(p) It may be noted, that tho? the Scripture ſays abſolute- 
ly, He that believeth not ſhall be damned, and the Athana- 
Van and other Creeds have followed the like abſolute Form 
Rot Expreſſion, yet from other places of Scripture and from 
the nature of the Thing, it is plain that ſuch Forms of Ex-— 
Preſſion are always to be underſtood with grains of Allow- 
nce for invincible Ignorance, or unavoidable Infirmity, as 
ll the Divine Laaus concerning either matters of Faith, 


* or matters of Practice, are to be underſtood: They bind ac- 

ording to what a Man hath, or might have if He 
; 'ouldz and not according to what He hath not and could 
5h ot have. This Exception is ſo juſt and evident, that it 
* as ſufficient for Scripture or Creeds to ſuppoſe it genetally, 


ather than to mention it: For, every ones common Senſe 
ill readily ſupply it. 1 | 
e B 2 neither 
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neither need they be. The way then is, to 
abſtract from Perſons, and to conſider Fun- 
damentals under a diſtinct view as referring 
to the Fabrick of Chriſtianity. All Parties af. 
moſt one way r other, one time or another, 
do admit of the like Diſtinction, make— 
ing the Terms of Communion ſomewhat ſtri- 
&er than the neceſſary Terms of Salvation: 
That is to fay, they exclude many from 
Communion as erring fundamentally, whom | 
notwithſtanding They do not, They dare 
not condemn abſolutely to cverlaſting Per- 
dition. N 
The reaſon is, becauſe They can fake ] 
no certain Eſtimate of the Hfirmities or In- 
capacities which the Men may unhappily lie 
under, nor of the Allowances which an all- 
ſeeing God may pleaſe to make to them 
upon "that Score. The, Roman! ift s, who are 
commonly the molt ſevere in their cen- 
{ures of any Men whatever, yet ſometimes! 
do make a diſtinction between excluding 
Men abſolutely from Chriſtian Communion, 
and peremptorily ſentencing the ſame Meg! 
ro Eternal Damnation d. The Remonſtrants, 


hg 


(q) Non eſſe æqualiter definitos aut definiendos Terms+ 
nos Communionis cum Eceleſia inuiſibili (adeoque cum Chriſty! 
& gratia Dei) & Terminos Communionis cum Eecleſia exter 
na wiſh bili, docet Diſputatio cum Pontificiis, quod excom 
municati poſſint eſſe in Eccleſia; & Altera, de Salute mai 
jorum noſtrorum ſub Pa pati. Quin & Pontificii modera 
i 8 tiorcy 


( 13 ) 
who in debate, and to ſerve a Cauſe, love 
to confound Fundamentals with Neceſſaries, or 
Fundamentals of Communion with Fundamen- 
tals of Salvation, are yet obſerved to diſtin- 
guiſh them in practice: For, They receive 
not Jews, Turks, Pagans, or wild Secta- 
ries profeſſing Chriſtianity, as Friends or 


\ Brethren, and yet They preſume not to 


exclude them abſolutely from all poſlibili- 
ty of being ſaved", All which ſhews, that 
a Diſtinction ought to be made between 
Fundamentals conſidered in their abHract na- 
ture as eſſential parts of the Chriſtian Sy- 
ſtem, and Fundamentals conſidered in a re- 


lative view to the Salvation of particular 
Perſons. a 


Having thus far cleared the Way. by ſe⸗ 
parating from the Subject 'what belongs not 
to it (but has been unwarily, or inf dionſ- 


ly brought in, to Fu. and confound 


tiores, Gracos * 1 extra Commumionem Ec- 
eleſiæ poſitos, ab omni Salute non excludunt: Imo ne Re- 

RN quidem, ex ſenſu Cafſandri, Repati Benedjfi & qui 

llos ſequuntur. Voetius Diſput. 5. 

(r) Factenus non vidimus tales Judeot a ed Re- 
monſtrantium Gehennæ adjudicatos. Idem dicendum eſt de 
Gentilibus, Frankiſtis, Samaritis, Henrica-Nicolgitis, David- 
jor 1 Frankiftis, Weigelianis, Pontificiis moderatoribus, A- 
nabaptiſtis, Torrentianis &c, Aut omnes illos a Deo & Cœlo 
excluſiſſimos pronuntient, aut Communione & Fraternitate 
ſua dignos judicent; & conſequenter, dilectionem illam 
fuam ac moderationem Remonſtranticam ilico exerceant, re- 
fende illos in Communionem ſuam. Voetius. Ibid. 


i) 
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614) 
it) I may now proceed, to the explaining 
the Ratio of a Fundamental Truth or Er- 
rour, and to the fixing ſome certain Rule 
whereby to diſcover or determine what 
kind of Doctrines or Poſitions properly fall 
under ſuch denomination. 

« Fundamental Doctrine is ſuch a Do- 
« Qrine as is in ſtrict Senſe of the Eſſence of 
«© Chriſtianity, without which the whole 
„Building and Superſtructure muſt fall ; the 
Belief of which is neccſlary to the very 
* Being of Chriſtianity, like the frſt Princi- 
Fe ples of any Art or Science ſ. So ſays a learn- 
ed and judicious Writer : And this may 
ſerve for a good general Deſcription of 
what Fandanarel means, as likewiſe for 
2 firſt Principle or Poſſulatum, to proceed 
upon in our farther Enquiries. 

The next Step we. advance to, and 
which bears an immediate Connexion with 
the former, is; That ſuch Doctrines as are 
found to be. Iutrinſecal or Eſſential, to the 
Chriſtian Covenant, are Fundamental Truths, 
and ſuch as are plainly and directly ſubver- 
ſive of it, are Fundamental Errors. 


* 


* 


() Sherlock Vindicat. of the Def. of Stillingfleet. p- 256. 
Articuli Fundamentales ea ſunt Religionis capita 
ad ejus Efſentiam ſeu Fundamentum ita pertinent, 5 
in ea momenti, ut iis demptis ſtare nequeat Religio, vel a 
tem præcipuã quãdam planeque necearia. ſui parte diſtitua- 
tur, Turretin. P. 2, 3. | 
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To be more particular, The Chriſtian 
Covenant may be conſidered as containing 
or including the ſeveral Articles here fol- 
lowing. 1. A Founder and principal Cove- 
nanter. 2. A Subject capable of being co- 
venanted with. 3. A Charter of Foundation. 
4. A Mediator. 5. Conditions to be per- 
formed. 6. Aids or means to enable to 
performance. 7. Sanctions alſo, to bind 
the Covenant, and to ſecure obedience. 

I. The firſt Article to be conſidered, is 
the Founder and principal Covenanter: For 
without This, there could be no ſuch Co- 
venant as is here ſuppoſed; a Covenant 
of Grace and Salvation made with Man- 
kind by God the Father, in and. by Chriſt 
Jeſus*, Hence it is evident, that the exi- 
ſtence of a Deity is a Fundamental Article 
of Doctrine; and to deny or to disbelieve 
it, is to err fundamentally. In the Belief of 
a Deity is included the Belief of all ſuch 
Perfections or Attributes as without which 
God cannot be underſtood to be God: And 
therefore to diſown ſuch Perfections as are 
neceſſarily and plainly contain'd in the I- 


(t) How the Chriſtian Religion carries in it a Covenant 
ef this kind, ſce explained at large by Baron Pufendorf. 
Jus feciale divinum Sect. XX. p. 92, &c. Sect. XX XVII. 


p. 134. &c. 
Engliſh Tranſlation, intituled an Eſſay towards the 
uniting of Proteſtants, p. 87. &c. 129. &c. 8 
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dea of a Divine Being, is the ſame in ef- 
tect with diſowning the Exiſtence, and ſo 
is erring fundamentally, To This Head 
belongs the Belief of God's being our Ce- 
ator, Preſerver, and likewiſe Iuſpedtor Over 
our Thoughts, Words and Actions u; 
And conlequently, the denial of any one 
or more of theſe Articles, muſt be num- 
bred among the Errors fundamental. 

But beſides the Exiſtence and Providence 
of ſome Divine Being thus conſidered in 
the general (which even the ſoberer kind 
of Pagans made part of their Creed ) it 18 
further fundamental in the Chriſtian Syſtem, 
to acknowledge a Dcity in ſpecial; namely, 
Fehovah, God both of the Old and New- 
Teſtament, and Father of Chriſt, in oppo- 
fition to the falſe Gods, either of Heathens, 
or Here:icks, For, it is not ſufficient for 
a Chriſtian, barely to know or believe that 
there is a God, but to underſtand alſo who ? 
is God y. Faith in Fehovah as being both God | 
of Iſrael, and Father of Chriſt iſt Feſus, is an 
eſſential in Chriſtian Theology, and fun- 
damental to the Chriſtian Covenant: From 
_ whence allo it is evident, that the $i/morz- 
ans, Cerinthians, Marcionites, Manichees, and 


(u) Vid. bie, p. 747, 748. 756. 
(x) Felibuyſius. p. 749. 


(5) Vid. Hoornbeeck. Socin. Confut. Lib, I. c. ix. p. 217. 
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as many Others as preſumed to conteſt 
this Article, erred fundamentally. 

II. A Covenant between God and Man 
ſuppoſes and implies that Man is a Party 
capable of being covenanted with, has freedom 
of ill ſufficient to denominate Him a moral 
Agent, apt to diſcern between good and 
evil, and chooſing which He pleaſes. There- 
fore the Doctrines of Free-29/1] (thus under- 
ſtood) and of the eſſential differences be- 
tween moral good and evil, arc fundamental 
Verities; and to diſown them, or either 
of them; is to err fundamentaly*, 

HI. The Charter of Foundation is undoubt- 
edly an eſſential of the Covenant: And there- 
fore, of courſe, the admittance of the Sa- 
ered Oracles which are the Charter itſelf, (or 
at leaſt the only Authentick Inſtrument of 
conveyance) is eſſential to the Covenant: 
Conſequently, to reject, or disbelieve the 
Divine Authority of Sacred Writt, is to ert 
fundamentally. 

IV. The Belief of a Mediator of the 
Chriſtian Covenant, is manifeſtly an eſſen- 
tial, and needs no Proof. The acknow- 
ledging of the Bleſſed: Jeſus as Meſſiah, and 
Mediator, is plainly fundamental, according to 

the whole Tenour both of the Old and New 


(2) See Clagett. Vol. II. germ, 2d. p. 56, 57, 58. 
Velthuyſiu:, p. 78. 
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Teſtament ; and to deny it is to throw up 
Chriſtianity at once. 

But further, the acknowledging ſuch a 
Mediator as the Scripture very clearly de- 
ſcribes, a Divine Mediator, a Mcdiator who 
is very God and very Man, while one Chriſt, 
is fundamental alſo in the Chriſtian Syſtem. 
«© We muſt know and believe of This Me- 
ce diator, that He is true God. and the ſe- 
cond Perſon in the ſacred Trinity, and that 
he is alſo true Man, and that the ſame, 
who is both God and Man, is yet but 
« one Perſon, The Places of Scripture 

are numberleſs which prove that the 
Mediator of the new Covenant is Goa, 
which give to Him that Name in. the 
proper ſenſe of it, and aſcribe to Him ſuch 
Works as can be aſcribed to none but 
« God. And This indeed is what the 
very nature of the Covenant required, 
for as much as no Creature Whatever, 
could. be of ſo great dignity as to be 
worthy and fit to bear the Perſon of all 
Mankind with an effect ſo great as even 
e to equal the creation of them b. 

To deny the real and proper Divinity is 
of con ſequence, to err fundamentally. 
It is in effect, rejecting the chief Perſon of | 


cc 


(b) Pufendorf. Set. 41. p. 145. Lat. Edit. 138. Engl. 
Edit, compare Sherlock. Vindicat. &c. p. 261, — 270. 


the 


the Covenant upon whom our Salvation dt- 
pends, and aves therein overthrow the whole 
Covenant 

To this Head belongs the Doctrine of 
Expiation, Atonement, or Satisfaction made by 
Chriſt in his Blood: A Fundamental Arti- 
cle of Chriſtianity, fully expreſſed, fre- 
quently and earneſtly inculcated quite thro' 
the New Teſtament. To advance ones 
own Righteouſneſs in oppoſerion to juſtifica- 
tion by the meritorious Sacrifice of Chriſt, or 
as ſufficient without it, is plainly altering the 
Terms of Acceptance, and fruſtrating the Co- 
venant in Chriſt's Blood, as it is making 
Him to have died in vain d; which is ſub- 
verting the whole Goſpel. 

c A Religion wth a Sacrifice, and a Re- 
e ligion without a Sacrifice differ in the 
« whole kind. The firſt reſpects the Atone- 
«© ment of our paſt Sins and our daily In- 
<«« firmities; it reſpects God as the Fuage 
* and Avenger of Wickedneſs, as well as 
« the Rewarder of Thoſe who diligently 
e ſcek Him: The Other is a kind of Phi- 
&* loſophical Inſtitution, to train Men up 
* in the Practice of Piety and Virtue. A 
Religion without a Sacrifice is at moſt 
** but Half as much as a Religion with 4 
«© Sacrifice: And That Half wherein they 


(e) Pufendorf Ibid. p- 143. Lat. p. 135. Engl. 
(d) Gal. II. 21. Compare Gal. 2 6, 6 8, 9. 


C2 agree, 


( 20 ) 


f* agree, arc of a quite different Nature from 


* each other, The Practical part of 
<« Religion is vaſtly altered by the Belief or 
% Denial of the Sacrifice and Expiation of 
c Chriſt's Death*. In a Word to deny 
the Expiation or Satisfaction, is to renounce 
the Chriſtiana Covenant, and is refuſing 
to be ſaved upon the Goſpel-terms 3 which 
undoubtedly muſt be erring fundamentally. 

V. The Conditions of the Covenant on 
our part, are very plainly eſſential to the 
Covenant itſelf. Conſequently, the Do- 
ctrines of Repentance and a Holy Life are fun- 
damental Doctrinesf. Whatever Tenets 
or Principles do directly and evidently o- 
verthrow the Neceſſity of Holineſs, or of 
Evangelical Oledience, do at the ſame time 
ſubvert the Goſpel Covenant, and are there- 
fore grievous and fatal Errors, Errors in the 
Foundation. . | 

VI. The Aids or enabling Means, with- 
out which the Covenanter cannot perform 
the Conditions, muſt of Courſe be look'd 
upon as eſſential to the Covenant. The Two 
Sacraments in this View, conſidered as en- 
abling means of Grace are eſſential to the Co- 
venant: Therefore the diſcarding the 7 

(e) Sherlock. Vindicat. p. 282, 283. 

Conf. Hoornbeek. Socin. Confut. p. 253. 

Velthuyſius. p. 756 758, 769. 
Pufendorf. Sect. 51. p. 171, Lat. p. 160, Engl. 


(f) See Pufengorf. Sect. 50. 54, 55, 56. 
' _ Pelthuyft p. 790. LE 
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Sacraments, ox either of them, and the de- 
nying their ſe or neceſſity is erring funda- 
mentally s. I might perhaps come at the 
ſame concluſion more directly, by conſi- 
dering the Sacraments as Seals of the Cove- 
z2ant, and ſo bearing in that view an im- 
mediate Relation to it, and connexion 
with it. But I know not whether the Pre- 
miſes might not admit of ſome diſpute ; be- 
ſides that a metaphorical Expreſſion is not ſo 
clear a ground to build an Argument upon; 
Tho' at the ſame time I make no queſtion 
but that the To Sacraments are very juſt» 
ly ſtyled, and really are, Seals of the 
Covenant. 

Among the neceſſary Aids muſt be reck- 
on'd the Aſſiſtance or Guidance of God's 
Holy Spirit, as the chief of all Aids, and 
what contains all other: This therefore is 
a Fundamental Principle. And becauſe this 
cannot be rightly underſtood without ad- 
mitting that the Holy Spirit is omnipreſent, 
all-ſufficient, and, in a word, ſtrictly divine, 
therefore the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt 
is 2 Fundamental Article of the Chriſtian 
Covenant, and to diſown ir, is to err fun- 
damentally h. 


4 g) Of . in particular, ſee Pufendorf. jus fecial, 
1 
And "Clarke's Sermons. Vol. IX, p. 86. 
Of the N as eſſential, * Pufendorf. Ibid. | 
h ANT IP ; JV. elthuyſen. p. 800. 
(h) See Sherlock, Vindicat. p. 271. 2 
3 ns. 783. 789. 797 10 And 
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And ſince it is manifeſt from the whole 
Tenour of Scripture, that there is but one 
God, one Lord Fehovah, it is evident that 
the Doctrine of three real Perſons in one 
eternal Godhead, is a Fundamental Doctrine 
of Chriſtianity. Of this I have largely 


treated elſewherei; but I may here take 


leave to add the excellent words of Baron 
Pufendorf, a Perſon of exquiſite judgment, 
and very far from being a Bigot to any 
Churchmen: © In this Article of Three 
« Perſons in one divine eſſence, lies the Foun- 
*« ation of genuine Chriſtian Religion; 
e which being taken away This falls to 
« the ground, and nothing will remain 
<« but ſomewhat of an exact moral Philo- 
« ſophy. For, if there are not more Per- 
« ſons than one in the divine eſſence, 
« there is 30 Saviour, no Redemption, 20 
« Faith, no Fuſtificationk, Good reaſon 
there is why the Chriſtian Churches would 
never communicate either with the Samo- 
ſatenians and Arians of old Time, or with 
the Socinians of later date: A noble Wri- 
ter of our own has very juſtly obſerved, 
« That by This very Thing, that They diſ- 
« believe the Article of the Holy Trinity, 
“ They make themſelves uncapable of the 
« Communion of other Chriſtian Pcople of 


aq 


1 Importance of the Doctrine of the Trinity. 
) Pufendorf. Set. 5 2. p. 174. Lat. p. 162. Engl. 
the 


(1 
* 


( 23) 

« the Nicene Faith: And we cannot 
« ſo much as joyn with them in good 
« Prayers, becauſe we are not agreed con- 
« cerning the Perſons to whom our De- 
«© yotions muſt be addreſsd. And Chri- 
ec ſtendom never did ſo lightly eſteem the 
« Article of the Holy Trinity, as not to 
« glory in it, and confeſs it publickly, 
and expreſs it in all our Offices. The 
« Holy- Ghoſt, together with the Father and 
<« the Son, muſt be worſhipped and glori- 
« fied!, But I proceed. 

VII. In the ſeventh and laſt place, I am 
to obſerve, that the Sanctions proper to bind 
the Covenant, and to give it its due Force 
and Efficacy, muſt needs be look'd upon 
as eſſential to the Covenant. Accordingly, 
The Doctrine of a Fuinure-State, muſt be a 
Fundamental Doctrine, as it is the Princt- 
ple of all Religion: For withour it there 
can be no ſufficient Inducement to the 
conſtant and conſcientious Practice of Virtue 
and Piety. The Doctrines alſo of a Re- 
ſurrection, and final Fudement by Chriſt our 
Lord, together with the Doctrines of a 
Heaven for the Righteous, and a Hell for 
the Ungodly, are Fundamental Points of 
Chriſtian Theology. To deny or disbe- 
lieve theſe Doctrines is to overturn the Co- 


(1) Lord Viſcount Hatton, In the a to his Pfalter, 
Pag. 17. 
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venant, becauſe it directly tends to defeat 
and fruſtrate the end and uſe of it, undermin- 
ing its binding Force, and ſapping its In- 


fluences, depriving it of its Life, Strengtl 


and Energy. 

Thus far I have proceeded in pointing 
out ſome of the Fundamental Verities, to- 
gether with the Fundamental Errors oppo- 
ſite thereto, and known by their Contra- 
ries. By the ſame Rule; and upon the 
tame general Principles, it may be caſy to 
draw out more, as often as occaſion ſhalt 
require. It is not neceſſary to exhibit any 
compleat Cataloguem either of Fundamental 
Truths, or Errors: It is ſufficient that we 
have a certain Rule to conduct by, when- 
ever any Queſtion ariſes about Church- 
Communion, Hereſy, Schiſm, or the like. 
The ableſt Phyſicians would not perhaps 
nndertake to give us an exact Catalogue, 
or determinate Number of all the eſſentials 
of Human Life”, or of all the fatal Di- 


(m) See Chillingavorth. Part. I. c. 3. Sect. 13. 53. 
Frid. Spanbei m. 1312. &c. 
nn, 

(n) Quis dixerit, quid preciſe alimentorum ad vitam 
ſuſtinendam requiratur? Neque tamen ob illam 1gno- 
rantiam Periculum eſt ne nos fame conſumi ſinamus. Sed 
& Quis dixerit quot e&borum genera, & quot venenoruni 


ſpecies in orbe reperiuntur? Quod tamen non impedit quo 


minus & cbs uti & wenenis abſtinere optime poſſimus. 
Quid mirum ergo, ſi de cibis animi ſalutiferis erroribuſque 
exitialibus idem dicatur? Tarretin, p. 23, 24. 
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ſtempers, or mortal Wounds incident to 
the Animal Frame: But They could 
eaſily give in a competent Liſt of either 
kind; and when any particular Caſe comes 
before them, They can for the moſt part 
judge, by the Rules of their Art, what 
means may be neceſſary to preſerve Life, 
and what will as naturally tend to de- 
2 ſtroy it. In like manner, tho' Divines take 
not upon them to number up with exact- 
2 neſs all the Verities eſſential to the Life of 
2 Chriſtianity, or all the Errors ſubverſive and 
7 deſtruitive of it, yet They can ſpecify ſe- 
veral in each kind with unerring certain- 
ty, and have certain Rules whereby to 
judge, as occaſion offers, of any other; 
and This ſuffices in the eſſentials of Faith, 
gas well as in the eſſentials of Practice. 
There may be ſome difficulty in mark- 
ing out the exact Partitions which divide 
¶ Fundamentals from Non - fundamentals, as 
They differ only in the degree of more and 
leſs weighty : But then there is alſo the 
like difficulty in ſettling the preciſe Boun- 
2 darics between Lawfil and Unlawful, Right 
and Wrong, Virtue and Vice, in many par- 
ticular Inſtances; which yet is no juſt Ob- 
jection to the undertaking, nor accom- 
panied with ſuch Difficulties as need make 
any conſiderate Caſuiſt deſpair. 


D Beſides 


WV 


Beſides, whatever perplexities may ſome- 
times ariſe in Theory, there will be few 
or none in practice, ſince in caſe of juſt and 
reaſonable doubt, whether ſuch or ſuch an 
Article be fundamental or otherwiſe, the 
known Rule is, to chooſe the ſafer ſide. If 
it be further asked, which is the ſafer ſide, 
That of Truth. or of Peace; I ſcruple not 
to give it on the fide of Peace, which or- 
dinarily is of greater value (as more de- 
pends upon N) than the ſupporting or ſe- 
curing the outward Profeſſion of a Non- 
fundamental Truth, or which does not cer- 
tainly appear to be fundamental*. When 
I ſpeak of doubt, I Caſes, I would not be 
underſtood of doubrful Doctrines (for ſuch ' 
are not fundamental) but of ſuch Caſes : 
where the Truth of the Doctrine is at leaſt * 
morally certain, and the Importance of it on- 
ly doubtful, In ſuch Caſes and Inſtances, * 
Reaſons of Peace and Charity (as I humbly ' 
conceive) ought to prevail, rather than 
break communion for the ſake of ſuch ' 
Truth as cannot be clearly proved a fun- 
damental one p. Till good proof can be 
made 


(o) Eſt hie prudenter procedendum, ne Fidei in non- 
neceſſariis & ſæpe dubiis ac incertioribus dogmatibus ita 
conſulamus, ut lædamus charitatem, & eos forte damnemus 
quos Chriſtus ſummus Judex abſolvit. Vitringa. Obſerr. 
Sacr. L. V. c. is. p. 140. : 

(p) Placuit & Theologis diſtinctio in neceſſaria wa 
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made of its being fundamental, it may rea- 


ſonably paſs for a Nor - fundamental: And 
They who reject it, or refuſe to accept it, 
may notwithſtanding be received as Chri- 
ſlian Brethren, yea and ought to be receiv- 
ed as ſuch, if there be no other greater 
Reaſon for excluding them, For, I may note 


by the way, that tho' a diſagreement in 
Fundamentals is one Bar to communion, and 


a very juſt one, yet it is not the only one 
which may be ſuppoſed. If any Nom» fun- 
damental Error ſhould be rigorouſly inſiſted 
upon, ſo far as to require us to deny any 
certain Truth, or if any ſinful Terms what- 
ever be impoſed ; a Breach of Communion 
muſt follow of courſe (ſince it is neceſſary 
to avoid a Lie, and to obey God rather 
then Man) and the Impoſers in ſuch Caſes 
are the Dividers. So likewiſe in caſe of 
impure Worſhip, or flagrant immoralities (tho 
all the eſſentials of Faith might remain ſe- 
cure) it may be neceſſary to refuſe Com- 


lutis eonſecutionem & que inſuper talis ad communianem Eccle- 
fie: Quandoque enim, retento Fundamento, non excludj ju- 
dicio humano a Salute quos tamen recipi in ex- 
ternam cum Eccleſia communionem, unionis, ordinis, daſci- 

linz, ædificationis Ratio prohibeat. In quo, fi unquam a- 
ias, obſervandam eſſe, ut moderate prudentiz, ſic Chri- 
ſtianæ Charitatis, ac mutuæ Tolerantis Legem, ——— pru- 
dens quiſque Theologus facile largitur; ſatiuſque peccan in 
Charitatis excc/# ( nifi intercedat Totius Eccleſiz falus ) 
quam in defe&uy. Spaubeim. Opp. Tom. III. p. 1311, 
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munion with ſuch and ſuch Men, or Bo- 
dies of Men. But I have no occaſion to 
conſider thoſe or the like Caſes which lic 
out of the compaſs of our preſent Enquiry. 
The Subje& of Fundamentals was all that I 
undertook to ſtate and clear as briefly as 


might be, and to obſerve how far Church- | 
Communion hangs upon that ſingle Article, 
waving the conſideration of other Articles, 
as foreign to the point in Hand. I am will- 
ing to hope that what has been ſaid may 
be found ſufficient with Perſons of diſ- 
cernment, for determining the Formal Rea- 
ſon of a fundamental Truth or Error; and 
for the ſettling a ſafe and caſy Rule to 
diſtinguiſh the ſame from what is not 
fundamental. I have not room to con- 
ſider particular Caſes and Inſtances, whetre- 
in ſome Difficulties may occur: But if the 
general Rule laid down be right and clear, 
That ſuffices ; neither is the Rule to be re- 
jected on account of accidental Difficulties 
which may ſometimes happen to ariſe a- 


bout the Application of it. 


But for the farther illuſtrating or confirm 
ing the Rule laid down, it may be now pro- 
per.to compare it with other Rules, ſome | 
differing. in Vords only, (being the ſame in | 
ſubſtance. with it ) others differing in the | 
main Thing, and ſome of them very wides | 
ly. As to Thoſe other Rules which appear | 

hs: to | 


hn gp 2 bo og, be 2 hy, Av => 9g £A 


A . 17 


* 


3 


-4 
— 


Ly 
* 


> © acc 


( 29) 


to coincide with what I have offered, or 
ſcarcely to differ from it, it will be ſufh- 
cient barely to mention them, in paſling. 

Some learned and judicious Writers re— 
ſolve the Ratio of a Fundamental Article 
into its eſſential connexion with the gene- 
ral and comprehenſive Article of Salvation 
by Chriſt a: Which in reality, amounts to 
the ſame with reſolving it, as I have done, 
into the Nature of the Chriſtian Covenant. 
Others Characterize fundamental Doctrines 
as being neceſſary to the Love of God towards 
s, or to that Love of ours towards Him, 
which conſiſts in keeping his Commanaments*. 
Which again comes to the ſame with re- 
ſolving the Ratio of a Fundamental into 
the Covenant of Grace : For, maintaining 
That Covenant in all its eſſential parts or 
branches is moſt effectually maintaining the 
Principles of conſummate Amit between God 
and Man. Our very judicious Mr. Meade re- 
ſolves the formal Reaſon of a Fundamen- 
tal into the neceſſary Connexion which it 
has with the Acts and Functions of Chri- 
ſlian Life': But He owns at the ſame 
time, that if it be reſolved into the neceſ- 
ſary Connexion it has with the Chriſtian 


(q ) Dean Sherlock. Vindicat. p. 259. 302. 
(r) Whithy. Comment. on 1. * „ 
() See Mede to Hartlib. Letter. 88. p. 1072, | 
Compare Dr. Clagett. Vol. II. Serm. 2d. p. 37, 
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Covenant, it is all one with the other, differ- 
ing only in the manner of Expreſſion. 
Baron Pufendorf, in his excellent Treatiſe 
upon the Subject of Union among Proteſtants, 
every where reſolves the Ratio of a Funda- 
mental, juſt as I have, into the Doctrine 
of the Chriſtian Covenant. But I proceed 
to conlider ſeveral other Rules or Rattos | 
which have been offered by Learned Men, 
and which are more or leis widely differ- 
ing from what | have laid down. It will | 
be proper not only to mention them, but 
to contute them likewiſe, by pointing out 


their Faults or Defects. 


I. Some, to make ſhort Work, and to 
cut off all Diſputes at once, , have been 
pleaſed to refer us to the Definition of the | 
Church, as the ſureſt or the only Rule for | 
determining what is fundamental, and what | 
not. But it is certain that the Definition 
even of the Primitive Churches, after the A- 
poſtles, is merely declarative, not effective; 
makes no fundamental Article, but declares | 
only what was ſuppoſcd to be ſo previoul- | 
ly to that Declaration: And therefore we 
muſt look higher for the formal Reaſon of 
a Fundamental. The judgment of the Pri- 
mitive Churches is, no doubt, of great Ule | 
and Weight, as they drew from the Foun- | 
tain-head, and well underſtood the true 
and genuine Principles of the Chriſtian Sy- | 
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tem: And it is of great moment to ob- 
ſerve what Doctrines they received as fun- 
damental Truths, and what They rejected 


as fundamental Errors; becauſe there is good 
reaſon to believe, all Circumſtances conſi- 


dered, that They judged very rightly in 


Both Caſes. But till ſince their judgment 


muſt finally be ſubmitted to the Teſt of 
Seripture and Right Reaſon, and cannot be 


admitted but as conſonant thereto, it is 


very plain that the Ratio of a Fundamental 
7 reſts not ultimately in their Judgment, or 
Definition, but in the nature of the Doctrine 
itſelf and the Credentials which it brings 
with it, by which all the reſt muſt be tri- 
ed. The Definition therefore even of the 


Primitive Churches can never be juſily look d 
upon as the proper or adequate Rule. 

As to the Definition of any Modern 
Church (the Roman for inſtance) the Pre- 
tences urged in favour of it, are altogether 


frivolous and vain. To boaſt of 1fallibili- 
y againſt a Thouſand Demonſtrations that 
3 ſuch Church may err, and in fact has erred, 
and yet abes err, is a ridiculous Vanity at 
the beſt, not to call it by a worſe Name. 
And it is very odd to imagine that their De- 
IAnitions are an unerring Rule, when They 
cannot be more ccrtain, on one hand, that 
any ſuch Definitions were ever made, or 
are now extant, than we are, on the other 


hand, 
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hand, that they arc falſe and wrong, and 


ſome of them even palpably abſurg*. 


II. There are Thoſe who take Scripture- 
Truths and Fundamental. Truths to be tanta- 


mount and reciprocal, conceiving that every 


Thing aſſerted in Sacred Writ is fundamental, 
becauſe the whole Scripture as written 


for our Learning", and cannot be contradidt- 
ed in any part, without giving the Lie to 
the Holy Spirit of God. But this Opinion, | 
however Pious in Appearance, is none of | 
the moſt Solid, or Judicious. It confounds | 
the Truth or «uſefulneſs of what is ſaid, with | 
the Importance, or Neceſſity of it; as if there | 


were no difference between the weightier 
Matters and the Matters /e/s weighty. Scrip- 
ture contains Points of an inferior Moment, 


as well as Thoſe of an high Nature: And | 


all the Truths contain'd in it, are neither 
equally clear, nor equally importantx. There 
| are 


(t) If the Reader would ſee more in anſwer to this 
firſt Pretence, He may pleaſe to conſult 
Bp. Stillingfl-et. Rat. Ac. Part. I. C. 2. p. 47. &c. 
Frid. Spanheim. Opp. Tom. III. p. 1330. 
Alphon/ Turretin. de Fundament. C. III. 10, p. 11. 
(u) Rom. XV. 4. | 
" (x) Omnia quz in Scripturis occurrunt non ſunt. æ- 
| que ad ſalutarem Fidem, aut ad unionem ac Communionem 
cclefiaſiicam neceſſaria; nec omnia pari neceſſitate Fideli- 


bus diſcenda & inculcanda: Quod colligimus ex 1 Cor III. 


, 18; 15. Phil. III. x5, 16. 2 Tim. I. 13. « Tim. 
VT. z. Tit. I. 1. Accedat hæc Ratio, quod uti in omni- 
bus diſciplinis, fic etiam in Scripturis /entialia & che 

Religionis, 
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are many incidental Verities, Hifforical, Geo- 


graphical, Genealogical, Chronological, &c: 
which common Chriſtians are obliged ra- 
ther implicitely to admit, or not to deny, 
than explicitely to know, or treaſure up 
in their Minds. There may be Thouſands, 
or Millions of theſe mferior” Truths“ in 
Sacred Writt, which it may ſuffice to be- 


lieve in the Groſs, under This one general 


Propoſition, whatſoever Scripture declares, or 
teaches, ix infallibly true and right. if any 
Perſon, without any ill meaning, ſhould 
dulv or deny many of thoſe den 


Religionis five Axiomata ſive præcepta, 2 commentariis 
ſint diſtinguenda. Mylta enim ibi tractantur occaſionaliter, 
non ex profeſſo, per cognitionem, ut vocant, 4ivi/vam, in 
ordine ad Deum & Splritualia. 1 
Voetius. Diſput. 5. 
Conf. Hoornbeeck. L. I. C. ix, . 188. 
P ufendorf. Sect. 60. 
Stanheim. Tom. III. p. 1330s. 
Turretin., p. 7, 11, 


(a2) „ Accidental, circumſtantial, oecaſional Objects of 
„ Faith, millions whereof there are in Holy Scripture: 
Such as are to be believed not for: themſelves, hut be- 
« cauſe they are jeyned auithᷣ others that are neceſſa te 
« be believed, and are delivered by the ' /am? Authority 
« which delivered] Theſe. Chillingevorch. Ch. IV. See. 
46 p- 172. 0 

P Such AR Paſtors ire not bound to * N. F BY 
« nor their Flocks bound to know and remember; no nor 
„ the Paſtors themſelves to know them or believe them, 
„or not to disbelieve them, abſolutely and always, but 
*. then only when they do ſee and know them to be de- 
% hvercd in Wr as Divine Revelations. * 
& abort i. Ibid. P. 173. N 
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inferior Points (miſinterpreting the Texts, 
and retaining all the while a juſt venera- 
tion for the Authority of Holy Scripture ) 
He might be thought a bad Critick or Com- 
mentator, rather than a bad Chriſtian ; But 
were the ſame Perion to diſpute or deny 
the Neceſſity of Holineſs, or the Doctrine of 
a Reſurredion or of a future Fudgment (miſ- 
interpreting the Texts whercon thoſe 
Doctrines are built) He might be, and 
would be juſtly ſuſpected as guilty of Pro- 
fane Levity, and Heretical Prawity, notwith- 
ſtanding any pretended veneration for Scrip- 
ture He might preſume to boaſt of. And 
what is the Reaſon of the difference in the 
two Caſes now mention'd ? Plainly, This: 
That in one Caſe, the main Subſtance of | 
the Chriſtian Faith, Worſhip, Morality would | 
ſuffer little or no detriment,” but in 
the-other Caſe would ſuffer yery much. 
Some truths arc yaluable for the ſake only 
of greater which they may accidentally be 
joyned with, or reſolve into; while thoſe 
greater are valuable for their own intrinſick 
Weight and Worth. Hence it is, that 
Creeds, Catechiſms, Confeſſions, and other Sum- 
maries of true Religion take in only the 
principal Agenda and Credenda, leaving out 
the Truths of an inferior Claſs; tho“ Scrip- 
tural, and infallibly certain, and of the ſame 
Divine Authority with the other. Thoſe in- 
ferior 


(35 
ferior Points may by Accident become fl. 
damental b, if the denying them, in ſorze 
certain Circumſtances, ſhould inevitably 


carry with it a denial of the Divine Autho- 


tity of ſacred Writ: But that, and the like 
accidental Circumſtances excepted, They are 
of flight moment in compariſon, neither 
would it be juſtifyable to break Communion 


with any Man for differing from us in 


Things only of that kind. 

I may further add, that the Rule which I 
have been here conſidering, appears to be 
faulty in defect, as well as in exceſs : For, as e- 
very Scripture-Tenet is not fundamental, ſo 
neither do's Scripture, ſtrictly ſpeaking, con- 
tain all fundamental Truths, The cerrarmty of 


(b) To acknowledge any Propoſition to be of Divine 
& Revelation and Authority, and yet to deny or disbelieve 
« jt, is to offend againſt This fundamental Article and 
«© ground of Faith, that God is true. But yet a great 
« many of the Truths revealed in the Goſpel a2 
Man may be ignorant of, nay disbelieve, without dan- 
« ger to his Salvation; as is evident in Thoſe who al- 
6 lowing the Authority, differ in the Interpretation and 
« meaning of ſeveral Texts of Scripture not thought fun- 
« damental. Locke Reaſ. of Chriſtianity. p. 540. Vol. II. 
s Fol. Compare p. 580. | 

(e) In loco Rom. XV. 4, & Toto Capite XIV. fuſe 
docet Paulus infirmos in Fide tolerandos, neque alium in 
finem additur, nam quecunque ſcripta funt &c. quam ut do- 


| eumentis in Scriptura contentis, ad manſuetudinem & To- 


lerantiam Chriſtianam erudiamur. Quod ipſum oſtendit diſ- 
ſenſum aliquem in Capitibus zo» momentoſis, quanquam 
Scripture tiaditis, haudquaquam Capitale eſſe. in. 
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the Canon in general, and the Authenticity of 
the ſacred Code arc fundamental Articles, 
and are previous to Thoſe which Scripture 
itſelf contains: And our obligation to re- 
ceive them reſolves into this fundamental 
Principle of Natural Religion, that we are 
bound to receive with Reverence whate- 
ver God ſhall ſufficiently make known to 
us as his Law, Word, and Will. But I 

rRocees,” ; 

III. A third pretended Rule for deter- 
mining Fundamentals, is to admit every | 
Thing expreſsly taught in Scripture, and no- 
thing but what is ſo: which differs from 
the former, as there is a difference between 
ſaying every Thing taught, and every Thing 


. expreſsly taught. However This Rule alſo 


is faulty, and that both in exceſs, and de- 


fect. It is faulty in exceſs, as making many 


more Fundamentals than there really are: 
For, there may be Thouſands of very ex- 
preſs Verities in Holy Scripture which in 
themſelves are not fundamental, having no 
immediate Connexion with the Chriſtian 
Covenant, no direct concern with, or in- 
fluence upon Faith, Worſhip, or Morality. 
It is faulty likewiſe in the other extreme, 
of Defect, as not taking in all that is rcal] 
fundamental. The Senſe of Scripture is 
Scripture; and ſuch Senſe may be certain and 
indubitable, when it is not expreſs: And if 
| | the 


(a7) 
the Point of Doctrine containd in it, be 
of the important kind, nearly affecting the 
Vitals of Chriſtianity, it is a Fundamental Ar- 
ticle. Some Conſequences are ſo direct, plain, 
and immediate that they even force their 
way into every attentive and well diſpoſed 
Mind. It has been frequently manifeſted d, 
and ought now to be acknowledged as a 
ruled Caſe, that clear conſequential Proof is 
very little ſhort of expreſs Text ( if it be 
at all ſo) either as to value, or certainty : 
Not to mention that expreſs Text (or what 
ſome may call ſo) may ofren miſlead us, 
if we make not uſe of Reaſon and Argu- 
ment, that is to ſay, of Conſequences, to 
draw out and aſcertain the true and juſt 
meaning. It may indeed be allowed, that 
Fundamental Doctrines ought not to be reſt- 
ed upon Conſequences really chſcure, or 
very remote: Neither ought Perſons to be 
charged with capital Errors for holding 
ſome Tenets, which obſcurely, or at a di- 
ſtance only, appear to ſtrike at the Founda- 
tion. Therefore Divines have diſtinguiſh'd 
Fundamental Errors into two ſorts, as 


(d) Dalles. de Fidei ex Scripturis Demonſtratione. 
Par. I. c. v.— XII. p. 31. gr. 
Hoornbeek. Socin. Confut. p. 210. &c. 
Voetius. Diſput. 5. 
Frid. Spanheim. Tom. III p. 1337. 
Cumming. Diſſertation of Scripture-Conſequences. 


Turretin, de Fundament. p. 17, 
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being either in the Foundation, or near the 
Foundation; while Thoſe which are more 


remote, being beſides the Foundation, or diſtant 
from it, are reckon'd among the Non. funda- 


mental Errors, as not affecting the vitals, or 
eſſentials of Chriſtianity, except it be in ſo 


aiſtant, or obſcure a manner, that a Perſon 
may reaſonably be ſuppoſed ot to ſee ſuch 
conſequence, or ſeriouſly to abhor it. But 
if any Perſon holds a Tenet which plainly, 
directly, and at frſ# conſequence, deſtroys a 


fundamental Article, He is altogether as 


blameable as if He erred againſt the expreſs 
Text, in a Point of like Inportance fi, But 
I paſs on. | 
IV. Another pretended Rule is, that 
whatever Scripture has exprefsly declared 


 weceſſary, or commanded us to believe un- 


der pain of Damnation, or of excluſion from 
Chriſtian Communion, That is fandamen- 
zal, and nothing elſe is. Now as to the 
firft part, it is certain, that whatever Scrip- 


(e) Error in Fundaments ille eſt, qui directe aut plures, 


aut unam Theſin fundamentalem negat atque oppugnat. 


Error circa Fundamentum eſt, qui non negat directe The- 
fin, illam tamen Antitheſin tenet qua ſtante & defenſa, in- 
Arecte. & per primam conſequentiam Theſis illa evertitur. 
Error ſuper fundamento, vel prater Fundamentum eſt, quo 
aliquid ſtatuitur quod per remotiorem aut obſeuriorem conſe- 
quentiam, & eminus, pugnat cum Theſi Fundamentali, e- 
amque plus aut minus lædit aut eoncutit, aut ſaltem radit 
ac tangit. Voetius. de Artic, & error. fundam. Sect. 5. 

Conf. Hoornbeeck. Socin. Confut. p. 210. 

(f) Vid. Turretin. p. 17. 
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ture has thus ſtrongly bound upon us, is 
fundamental: But it is not true on the o- 
ther hand, that whatever Scripture has not 
ſo bound upon us, is not fundamental. So 
then this Rule is faulty in effect, as narrow- 
ing the Foundation more than is juſt or 
proper. God's plainly revealing any Do- 
ctrine, carries in it the Force of a ſtrict Com- 
mand to aſſent to it as true, whenever we 
think of it as revealed: And if ſuch Do- 
ctrine be found to bear an intriuſecal or eſ- 
ſeutial Connexion with the Doctrine of the 
Chriſtian Covenant, That ſingle Conſidera- 
tion, added to the former, is ſufficient to 
make out its importance, and to ſignify. to 
every Man of common diſcernment, the 
fundamental Nature of ſuch Article, with- 
out any additional Declaration from ſacred 
Writ. However it may perhaps be juſtly 
ſaid, that in a general way, all the Eſſentials 
of the Goſpel are declared to be neceſſary 
to Salvation in one ſingle Text, which de- 
declares the Belief of the Goſpel neceſſa- 
ry: He that believeth it not, ſhall be damned. 
Mark. XVI: 16. What are the eſſential Ar- 
ticles muſt be learned from other Places, 
or from the nature of the Thing itſelf; 
but whatever they are, they are here de- 
clared to be zeceſ/ary. But of this Matter 
I have profeſſedly treated e}ſewheres, and 

(g) Importance of the Doctrine of the Trinity. Ch. 
III. p- 86. 94. need 
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need not repeat; except you will give me 


leave, thus far, to ſay, what I there prove, 


That. The importance of any Doctrine is 
« not to be judged of merely from the 
& Declarations of Scripture concerning its 
e zeceſſity, but from the Nature and Qua- 


« lity of the Doctrine itſelf, and the Rela- 


e tion it bears to the other parts of revealed 
« Religion, and from the Miſchiefs likely 
« to enſue upon the oppoſing of it. 

V. Some very conſiderable Proteſtant 
Writers h, in their Diſputes with the Ro- 
maniſts, have often referred to the Creed 
called the Apoſtles, both for the Rule and 
the Sample of Fundamentals. But then it 
ought to be obſerved, in the firſt place, that 
the moſt which thoſe excellent Perſons 
intended by it, is that The Creed contains 
all zeceſſary Matters of Simple Belief : which 
if admitted, does not ſufficiently anſwer 
our preſent purpoſe with reſpect to the 
Queſtion of Church-Communion For Funda- 
mentals of Worſhip, and of Chriſtian Mora- 


lity, muſt be conſidered in this Caſe, as 


well as Fundamentals of mere Faith. Add to 
this, that the Apoſtles Creed rather /wppoſes 
than contains the Article of the Divine Au- 


thority and Inſpiration of Scripture, and 


(h)] Such as Petit, Upper, Davenant, Calixtus, Chil- 
lingewarth, Stilling fleet, Tillotſon, Whitby, &c. 


thcre- 
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therefore is no compleat Catalogue ot 
Summary of Fundamentals. Beſides, it may 
be juſtly queſtion'd whether it really con- 
tains or includes all the Fundamentals of 
Simple Belief which are to be found in Holy 
Scripture!: Or if it does now, it did not 
always; for it was once much ſhorter. And 
Creeds never were intended as perfect Ca- 
talogues of Fundamentals, but were compiled 
with other Views, and for other Purpoſes k. 
I may add further, that were the Roman 
Creed ever ſo compleat a Catalogue of Fun- 
damentals, when vighthh underſtood, yet 
ſince That Creed is wvervally admitted by 
all Parties and Denominations of Chriſtians, 
and by ſome that err fundamentally even 


(i) Ad Quzitionem propoſitam reſpondemus, on om- 
nes Articulos neceſſarios, ſi id ſolum quod expreſſum eſt 
conſideres, hmbolo contineri. Nihil enim hic eſt de verbo 
Dei quod Fidei noſtræ proximum objectum, norma, & 
Fons eſt; quodque præterea Fundamentum Apoſtolorum & 
Prophetarum dicitur, Epheſ. II. 20. Nihil de Peccato & 
Miſeria noſtra, cujus cognitio tamen ut unice aeceſſaria in- 
culcatur. Ferem. III. 13. Nihil de Fuftificatione per Fidem, 
ſine operibus Legis, cujus tamen Notitiam tanti faciebat 
Apoſtolus, ut prez ea, reliqua omnia ut damnum & ſtercora 
reputaret. ( Phil. III. 8, 9.) & Chriſti exſortes eſſe, & a 
gratia excidiſſe declaret, quicunque per Legem juſtificari 
volunt. Gal. V. 4. Nihil etiam de Dei Adoratione & cul- 
tu, & praxi nove vite, quæ exerceri rite non poſſunt, niſi 
& cognoſcantur, & neceſſaria elle credantur. Witfius in 
Symb. Apoſtol. p. 17. | | 

( k ) See. my-Termons; (De. 125. ͤ 

Crit. Hiſt. of the Atbanaſ. Creed. p. 285. 2d. Ed. 
Remarks on Clarke's Catechiſm. 73, 74. 
Importance. P. 244- 
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in Point of Simple Belief, ( as by Arians, 
Socinians, Sabellians, & c. who warp the 
general Expreſſions of the Creed, as they 
do Scripture-Texts alſo, to their reſpective 


perſuaſions) the Creed ſo miſinterpreted 
and miſapplied, will be of very — ſer- 


vice to us, for the diſtinguiſhing Furdamen- 
tal Articles from Non fundamental. Thoſe 
Learned Divines who have ſpoken the moſt 
highly of its Perfection and Ule, have al- 
ways ſuppoſed that it ought however to be 
rightly underſtood, according to the true 
meaning and intent of the Compilers that 
drew it up, and of the Churches which 
made uſe of it: Otherwiſe the Deſign of 
it is in a great meaſure loſt, or fruſtrated !, 

From what hath been obſerved, we may 


certainly conclude that the Rule which refers 


us to the Apoſtles Creed, is a wrong Rule, as 
it is faulty in defect, ſhortning the Number 
of Fundamentals morc than is mect: At the 
ſame time it appears alſo, in ſome other re- 
ſpecs, to be peccant in exceſs, taking in ſome 
Articles which ſeem not to merit a place 
among Fundamentals. Such for inſtance 


(1) Si qui ex noſtris dixerint omnes fundamentales Articulss 
in fymbolo contineri, id non eo dixerunt ſenſu, quaſi ver- 
borum ſymboli Recitationem mox pro ſufficienti Chriſtia- 
niſmi figno haberent: Nam Fides noſtra non in werb7s, led 
in ſenſu ſita eſt, non in ſuperficie ſed in medulla, non in ſer- 
monum Foliis, ſed in Radice Rationis. Vitſius abi ſupra, 


pag. 17. 


are 


122 
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--, T3 
are the Articles of Chriſt's ſuffering under 
Pontius Pilate, and of his Deſcent into Hell, 
whatever it means: For, tho' they arc 
Seriptural Truths, Theological Verities, or 
Articles of Religion, yet that they are pro- 


perly Articles of Faith, of the eſſential and 


fundamental kind (more than ſeveral other 
Scripture-Truths left out of the Creeds) does 
not appear m; neither does their perſpicuity, 
or intrinſic Dignity, or Uſe give them a 
clear preference above many lels noted Ar- 


ticles of Religion which might be named”. 


VI. Some have been of opinion, that 


the VIth Chapter of the Epiſtle to the He- 


brews, in the two firſt Verſes, gives us a 
compleat Lift of Fundamentals, under 4 
or 5 Articles, viz. Repentance, Faith in God, 
Baptiſm with Confirmation, Reſurrection and 
Judgment. But this Opinion appears to 
be founded only in the equivocal Senſe of 

the 


(m) Vid, Turretin, de Fundam. p. 14. 
n) See more upon this Argument in * 
. * de = & Error, Fundam. Sect. 5. 
Hoorubeech. Socin. Confut. Tom. I. Lib. I. cap. 9. 
pag. 256 Tom. II. Prolegom. p. 65. | 
(o) © The Doctrine of | Bly. (about which Learn- 
«« ed and Contentious Men have raiſed great Diſputes ) is 
really from this Paſſage of the Apoſtle, exceedingly clear 
„and manifeſt. For, the any Fundamental Doctrines of 
« Chriſtianity ( viz. Thoſe covenanted about at Baptiſm) 
are plainly Theſe ; That we have Faith towards Gad, 
that we repent from dead Works ; that we have the ac- 
* ceptablenels of this A I aſſured to us thro' Chriſt 
L 2 in 
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the Name Fundamental, and the want of 
diſtinguiſhing between the Elementaries and 
the Eſentials of Chriſtianity, The Apoſtle 
is there ſpeaking of Mill as oppoſed to 
Strong Meat, of Doctrincs proper to Babes 
in Cariſt, as oppoſed to Doctrines fit for 
rown Men : He is not ſpeaking of Points 
e//ential to the Chriſtian Syſtem, as oppoſed 
to Points ot eſſential. The firſt Elements of 
Chriſtianity arc not the ſame with Funda- 
mentals, in the Senſe we here take the Word, 
as ſignifying Eſſentials: Therefore that Paſ- 
ſage out of the Hebrews is wide of our pre- 
{cnt purpoſe, and moſtly foreign to the 
Buſineſs in hand. It may indeed be allowed 
that the elementary Doctrines there ſpecified 
are ſo many Eſſentials likewiſe : But there are 
other Eſſentials beſides Thoſe ; neither was 
it the Apoſtle's delign to, number them up, 


in the miniſtration of the Word and Sacraments tiled 
« here by the Apoſtle the Doctrine of Bapti/ms and of 
cc laying on of Hands; and laſtly, that we live as be- 
% comes ſuch Perſons as are in continual expectation of a 
« Rel/urrettion from the Dead, and of Eternal F udpment: 
« Theſe, I fay, are plainly the gzly Fundamentals of Chri- 
« ſtianity : About theſe there gan be no Controverſy ; in 
« theſe there can be no Ignorance, no not among Perſons 
« of the 2 Capacity. And beſides Theſe, what: 
« ever other Doctrines are occaſionally taught, or ea- 
« gerly. difputed about, they cannot be of the Foundation 
of Religion, but Men may differ concerning them with 
«« Peace and Charity, and yet every one hold faſt the Root 
te of their Confidence, the Aſſurance of their Salvation in 
« theſe undifputed Doctrines of Faith and Obedience. 
_ * Clarke's Poſthum. Sermons. Vol. IX. Serm. 4. p. 90. 
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in That Place. In that ſhort ſummary of 
elementary Principles, no expreſs mention is 
made of the Doctrine of Chriſt Crucified, 
which the Apoſtle elſewhere lays a very par- 
ticular ſtreſs upon; no mention of juſtifica- 
tion by the Merits and Death of Chriſt, in op- 
poſition to juſtification by mere Works, tho 
an eſſential of the Goſpel in St Pauls accounts; 
no expreſs mention of any Thing more than 
what ſome Hereticks condemn'd by St. Paul 
as ſuch”, and others in like manner con- 
demn'd by St. John, might have owned, 
or probably did own. Therefore The A- 
poſtle's Liſt of Elementaries in that place, is 
no Liſt of Fundamentals properly ſo called, 
no Catalogue of Eſſentials, And whercas 
it is ſuggeſted, that Thoſe were the only 
Fundamental Doctrines ſtipulated in Bap- 
tiſin, That cannot be true, ſince it is ac- 
knowledged that what concerns the dignity 
of the Perſon of Chriſt is omitted in that 
Catalogue*®: For, who can imagine, that 
Baptiſm in the name of the Father, Son, 
and Holy-Ghoſt, does not carry in it a 
plain intimation of the Dignity of the Per- 
fon of Chriſt, and a ſtipulation to pay Him 
the like Honour, Worſhip, and Service as 
j Gal. 1. 7, 8, 9. Gal. V. 4. Phil. III. 8, g. 
Gal. 1. 7, 8, 9. | r: 445 | g5 
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we pay to the Father; or that ſuch Do- 
ctrine and ſuch Worſhip are not Eſſential 


in the Chriſtian Syſtem? And whereas it} 


is further ſuggeſted, that thoſe 4 or 5 Ar- 


ticles there mention'd by the Apoſtle are | 
ſuch as admit of no controverſy, and that 


in theſe there can be no ignorance, no not 


among Perſons of the meaneſt capacity; it | 


may pertinently be replied, that there was 


great controverſy, even in the Apoſtles | 
Days, about one of them, namely about | 
the Doctrine of the Reſurrection, which | 
ſome Hereticts of that Time interpreted to | 


a metaphorical Senſe, and in effect, vacated 
and fruftrated it: And it is notorious at 
this Day, that ſome Chriſtiaus ſo called, do 
very ignorantiy (for it were hard to ſay, 
that They do it waliciouſly) reject Water- 
Baptiſm, and throw off the «ſe or neceſ- 


ſity of Both Sacraments. So that it is in 


vain to offer any Catalogue of Fundamen- 
tals which may not, or has not been con- 
troverted, in whole or in part, by ſome 
that call themſelves Chriſtians; or to think 
of ſettling the Rule of Fundamentals by 
conſidering what may be called the andiſ- 


puted Doctrines of Faith and Obedience. 


But This by the way only; we ſhall have 


more of that matter preſently, in its pro- 


per place. All I ſhall obſerve farther here, 
is, that if the Articles. in Hebr, VIth are 
0 


Fc 
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to be underſtood in the iacleſive way, and 
with all that they may be ſuppoſed to com- 
prchend, or contain, then indeed They 
may be ſaid to include all the Fundamen- 
tals, and more; for even the ſingle Article 
of Faith towards Cod, in the reductive way, 
contains every Thing: But if they are to 
be taken in the excluſive way, (as is plain- 
ly intended by Thoſe who refer to them 


| as a Rule for fixing Fundamentals) then it 


is certain, that they come vaſtly ſhort of a 


| compleat Catalogue. But I proceed. 


VII. Some Perſons obſerving that Con- 


verts in the Apoſtolical, Times, were ad- 


mitted to Baptiſm upon the Confeſſion of 
a ſingle Article, namely, that Jeſus is the 


7 Meſſiah, with two or three concomitant 


Articles, have concluded from thence, that 
ſuch a general Belicf is ſufficient to male a 
Man a Chriſtian, and therefore allo to keep 
Him ſo: From whence alſo it is further 
inſinuated, that ſuch a Confeſſion gives a 
Man a claim to Chriſtian Communion, and 
that nothing beyond That ought to be ab- 
ſolutely inſiſted on as Fundamental, or made 
a Term of Communion u. 

But 


fu) © The Belief of Jeſus of Nazareth to be the Meſ-. 
fab, together with theſe concomitant Articles of his 
KReſurrection, Rule, and coming again to judge the World, 
* are all the Faith required as neceſſary to * 
1.2cke Vol. II. p. 538. Compare p. 5 40. 566. 578. 
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(48) 
But This Reaſoning is faulty in many 


Reſpects. 1. It proves too much to prove 


any Thing : For, by the ſame Argument, 
there would be no abſolute need of 
any Bclief or Confeſſion at all: Baptiſm 
alone (as in Infants) is ſufficient to make 


one a Chriſtian, yea and to keep Him ſuch, 


even to his Life's end, ſince it imprints an 
indelible Character in ſuch a Senſe as ne— 
ver to necd repeating. 2. Admitting that 
a very ſhort Creed might ſuthce for Bap- 
tiſin, it does not follow that the ſame may 
ſuffice all along to give a Man a Right to 


Chriſtian Fellowſhip; eſpecially when he is 


found to hold ſuch Principles as tend to 
overthrow that very Confeſſion. The whole 
of Chriſtianity may be virtually implied or 
included in That ſingle Article, of admit— 
ting Feſus to be the true Meſſiah; and 
therefore the denying any inportant Point 
of the Chriſtian Faith is in effect revoking 
or recanting That very Article, 3. The 
Forms of Admiſſion into any Socicty, (tho' 
they commonly draw after them an Obli— 
gation to ſubmit to all the Fundamental 


% Nothing can be abſolutely neceſſary to be believed, 
« but what by this new Law cf Faith, God of his good 
&« Pleaſure hath made to be ſo: And this, *tis plain b 
« the preaching of our Saviour and his Apoſtles, to ah 
« that believed not already in Him, was only the believ- 
« ing the only true Cod, and Feſus to be the Mefſiah whom 
„He hath ſent. Locke Vol. II. p. 581. Compare p. 615. 
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Laws, Rules; or Maxims of ſuch Society) 
are not properly the Fundamentals them- 
ſelves: And tho'a Man may have a Right 
to be received as a Member upon his paſ- 
iing thro*' ſuch Forms, it does not follow 
that he has a Right to continue a Member, 
and to participate of the Privileges thereto 
belonging, while he refuſes to ſubmit to 
the eſſential Rules or Maxims of the So- 
ciety, or makes it his endeavour to ſubvert 
or deſtroy them. It is one Thing to ſay 


what may be barely neceſſary at Aamiſſion, 


and another to ſay what may be neceſlary 
afterwards, General Profeſſions may ſuf- 


fice at firſt, as a Pledge and Earneſt of more 
particular Acknowledgments to come after: 


And if Thoſe do not follow, it amounts 
to a kind of retracting even that general 
Security. 4. It may be further obſerved, 
that neither Simon Magus, nor the ancient 
Fadaizers whom St. Paul anathematized a; 
neither Alexander, nor Hymeneus, nor Phi- 
letus (who denied the general Reſurrection 
and were delivered over to Satan for itb) 
neither the Docetæ of the Apoſtolical Age, 
who denied Chriſt's Humanity and were re- 
jected by St. John e; nor even the impious 
Nicolaitans whom our Lord Himſelf pro- 


(2) See Importance p. 11. 
(b) See Importance p. 13. 111. 
le) See Importance p. 12. 263. 
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1 
ſcribed as unfit for Chriſtian Communion: 
None of thoſe (fo far as appears) ever direct- 
ly threw up their Baptiſmal Profe ſſion, or de- 
nied, in ſuch a Senſe, that Feſus was the 
Meſſiah, or ceaſed to be Chriſtians in the large 
import of the Name, ſo as to want to be re- 
baptized: And yet certainly they had forfeit- 
ed all right to Chriſtian Communion, and 


were juſtly rejected as Deſerters and Aliens, 


for teaching Doctrines ſubverſive of the 
Chriſtian Religion. Therefore again, that 
ſhort Creed, or ſingle Article, however 
ſufficient it might be to make a nominal 
Chriſtian, or to keep Him ſo, was yet ne- 
ver allowed ſufficient to intitle a Subverter 
of the Faith to the right Hand of Fellow- 
ſhip, or to ſuperſede an explicit Acknow- 
ledgment of other Goſpel-Doctrines, as fun- 
damental Verities. 5. Laſtly, I obſerve, that 
to deny Feſus to be the Meſſiah, is in effect 
to renounce Chriſtianity, and to revert to 
FJudaiſm, or Paganiſm, or worſe: And 
therefore the inſiſting upon that Confeſſion 
only without any thing more, as a Term of 
Communion, is as much as to ſay, that all 
but downright Apoſtates are to be received 
as Chriſtian Brethren, ſo far as Faith is con- 
cerned : A Conſequence too abſurd for a- 
ny ſober and conſidering Man to admit; 
and ſol need not ſay more of it, but may 


pals on to a. new Article. 


Vil, 
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VIII. Another pretended Rule or Cri- 
terion for determining Fundamentals, is 
Univerſality of Agreement among Chriſtians 
ſo called: To threw out what is 4i/putea, 
and to retain only what all agree in. A 
Rule as uncertain in its Application and 
Uſe, as it is fal/e in its main Ground : For 
how ſhall any one know what all Sects 
and Denominations of Chriſtians agree in , 
or how long they ſhall do ſo? Or if that 
could be known, are we to be guided by 
the floating Humours, Fancies, Follies of 
Men, or by the unerring Wiſdom of Goa? 
What Article of Faith is there which has 
not heretofore, or may not again be diſ- 
puted ? Or what Creed can there be pitch- 

| ed upon, be it ever ſo ſhort, that can 
| pleaſe all d, or that ſome perverſe Sect or 
. other 


. | (d) Quidam toto Theologiz Syſtemate, ac notorie fun- 

damentalibus Articulis diſſentiunt. ——— Ad (quam) Claſ- 
ö ſem referimus Socinianos, & qui hiſce proximè accediint 3 
| tum pleraſque Anabaptiflarum Familias, Tremulos, ſeu 
l Duackeros, & qui Fanaticorum nomen merentur : Qui Ar- 

ticulos quos Proteſtantes palmarios habent, negant, aut de- 
Ff torquent, & velut evacuantz ut amoto nucleo, inania tan- 
| tnm 2 remaneant. Sic ut Theologiæ Syſtema ab 
1 iſtis formatum a noſtro plane abeat, & vix circa alia in- 

ter eos conveniat quam quæ ex ipſo naturalis Rationis Lu- 
B mine cognita ſunt. Circa Quos, quamdiu Hypothe- 
fibus ſuis innituntur, nobiſcum conciliandos ſatagere, veſania 
proximum, ac plane inutile duco &c. 


3 Ex quo & illud conſequitur, rationem iftos valde fugiſſe, 
y qui. conciliationem harum quoque Sectarum quas tetigimus, 
cum Proteſtantibus moliti ſunt, eoque fine vel Symbolum 


G 2 Apoſte- 


—_—_—  -- 4 


ow Hy; © * 6 — 
6 1 ö Joo - - = 
-—_— EEE RE 7 
* 5 =. 


7 
of 
of 
43 
»4 
A 


i 
k 
* 
is 
4 
it 
1 


— r 


— _ — — 


* n 
—ͤ— — — — — — — 
— 


— ñ ay — 


1 


( 52 ) 


other may not controvert ? The Romaniſts 
allow the Church-Governours to augment the 
number of Fundamentals at diſcretion by 
their Definitions: On the other hand, Theſe 
Univerſaliſt, ſtill worſe, ſeem to allow any 
the wildeſt Sectaries to abriage the number 
as they pleaſe, (by Diſputations) and not 
for themſelves only, but for all Chriſtendom: : 
For, whatever is 4iſputed by any of them, 
is by the ſuppoſition, to be thrown out as 
Unneceſſary, or Non: fundamental. A ſtrange 
expedient for healing Differences: A Re- 
medy much worſe than the Diſeaſe *. It 
muſt be owned that a Comprehenſion or 
Coalition of Religious Parties is a Thing 
very deſirable in it ſelf; And ſo far as 
it can be effected by throwing out Czr- 
cumſtantials and retaining only Eſſentials, 
it is well worthy of every good Man's 
Thoughts and Care: But to attempt the 
doing it by relaxing the Rule for Eſſentials, 


Apoſtolicum, vel aliam laxifſimam formulam propoſuerunt. 
Nam ſi Formula concordiz ita /axe concipia- 
tur, ut eadem quibuſvis Sefariis ad palatum fit, Theolo- 
gia emerget oppido quam jejuna ac mutila, & quam parum 
e ſolido Chriſtianiſmo retineat. , 
Pufendorf. jus feciali divin. Sea. XVI. p. 82. 

(e) Præſtat Salutiferam veritatem vel inter pugnas & 
cantradictiones retinere, quam mendacio, altam inter quietem, 
indormire. Sed nec ejuſmodi concordiæ ratio eſt ineunda 
quæ vel Chriſtianæ Religionis Indoli repugnet, vel plures 
calamitates generet quam illæ ipſæ diſſenſiones, non laceſ- 
fite & irritatæ, prodicebant. Pafendorf. ibid. Sect. 3. 


Or 


. 


18 


or leaving us no Rule at all, or what is 
next to none, is a wild undertaking. If it 
may be called aniting, it is uniting in nothing 
but a cold indifference towards the weighty 
concerns of God and a World to come, 
which of courſe will be accompanicd with 
ſo much the warmer purſuit of Secular Emo- 


luments: For, in the ſame proportion as 


religious Fervours abate, Secular will ſucceed 


in their Room. I forbear to be more par- 


ticular in Anſwer to this ſo popular Pre- 
tence, becauſe the learned Sanheim is be- 
forchand with me, and has in a manner 
exhauſted the Argument under nine ſeve- 
ral Articles f. To recite what he ſays, at 
length, would be treſpaſſing too far upon 
your Patience, and to abridge what is ſo 


cloſe and ſo well written would be doing 


it an Injury, and much impairing its Force. 
SO I paſs on to another Head. 

IX. There is another Pretence, which 
procceds upon a like Bottom with what I 
laſt mention'd, but is looſer till, and much 
more extravagant. For as That pitched up- 
on the univerſal Agreement of Chriſtians fo 
called, for its Mark, or Rule, to Steer by, 
ſo This ſtill fetching a wider compals, 


(f) Frid. Spanheim. Tom. III. 1332, 1333, 1334. 
Compare Hoornbeek Socin. Confut. p. 193. 206. &&. 
Buddeus. Miſcellan. Sacr. Tom. I. p. 320. &c. 


Turretin, de Fundam. p. 13. 
pitches 


1 


pitches upon the aniverſal Agreement of the 
whole Race of Manina (or of the ſoberer 
Part at leaſt) in all Ages, for its meaſure 
of Fundamentals. Throw out all that has 
been diſputed, not only between Chriſtian 
and Chriſtian, but between Chriſtians and 
Pagans, or between Chriſtians and Fews, or 
Mahometans, and make a ſhort Creed of 
the Remainder, and there is your Liſt of 
Fundamentals, your Terms of Communion, re- 
ducible to frve Articles of Natural Reli- 
gions, as is pretended, 1. The Exiſtence 
of a Deity. 2. Some kind of Worſhip to 
be paid Him. 3. The Practice of moral 
Virtue. 4. Repentance for Sins paſt. 5. Be- 
lief of a future State of Rewards and Pu- 
niſhments. | 

I ſhall not here waſte your Time in con- 
futing a Notion which confutes it ſelf, 
and which ought rather to be exploded at 
once with abhorrence, than ſeriouſly an- 
iwered. If I»fidelity in the worſt Senſe, 


(S) Herbert de Religione Gentilium. C. 1. S. 15. 
| de Veritate p. 268. &c, | 
de Cauſis Errorum p. 31. 

Longe proceſſit E. Herbertus, vir illuſtris, in ſuis de ve- 
ritate, & cauſis errorum Scriptis: In quibus e neceſſariorum 
cenſu Fidem Chriſtianam diſpunxit, eaque ſolummodo ca- 
pita quæ prudentiores Gentilium admiſerunt, in Fundamen- 
talibus habuit, qualia videlicet. 1. Eſſe Deum. 2. Co- 
lendum eundem. 3. Virtuti operam dandam. 4. A pec- 
catis reſipiſcendum. - 5. Denique præmia & pœnas poſt hanc 
vitam expectandas. Frid. Spanheim Vol. III. p. 1294. 
Conf. Korthalt de Trib, Impoſt, magn, p. 11. | 


carried 


(55) 
catried up to Apoſiaſy", is not a fatal De- 
luſion, or if Chriſtianity it ſelf is not a ne- 
ceſſary Term of Communion, it is in vain 
to attempt to prove any Thing, or to ſay 
any Thing upon the Subject of Fundamen- 
tals. But from hence we may obſerve 
what mazes of Error the Minds of Men, 
(and ſometimes Men of excellent Senſe 
otherwiſe) are expoſed to, when once They 
recede from true and ſound Principles, and 
are ſet afloat to follow their own wander- 
ings. The Effect is natural, as Error is in- 
finite, and knows no Bounds: And when 
vain Preſumption once gets the Aſcendant, 
and makes Men full of Themſelves, God 
leaves them to Themſelves, and to their 
own Inventions. 

X. There is one Pretence more which 
I have reſetved for the laſt place, being as 
looſe as Any, and yet carrying ſo fair a Face 
with it, that it may be moſt apt to de- 
ceive. It is to throw off all conccrn for 
a Light Faith, as inſignificant, and to com- 


(h) Infidelitatis Species quatuor. 

1. Gentiliſmus, materialiter maxima Infidelitas, fed for- 
maliter levior quam Judaiſmus. ; 

2. Fudaiſmus eſt gravior Infidelitas, quia atceperunt Fi- 
guram Evangelii, quæ erat quaſi aurora reſpectu diei e- 
vangelicæ. 

3. Herefis, graviſſima Infidelitas, que renititur Fidei claræ. 

4 Apoftaſia eſt Faſtigium Heæreſeos; ſeilicet gencralis de- 
fectio a Fide. 

Rog. Boyle. Summ. Theolog. Chriſtian. p. 204. 
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(56) 
prize all Fundamentals in the ſingle Article 
of a good Life, as They call it; to which 
ſome are plcaſed to add Faith in the Bi- 
vine Promiſes', Well: But can we ſay any 
thing too much, or too high, in commen- 
dation of a good Life, the Flower and Per- 
fection of all Religion, and the brighteſt 
Ornament of every rational Mind? I do 
not ſay that we can ever Think, or Speak 
roo highly of it, provided only that it be 
rightly underſicod: But the more valuable a 
Thing it is, the greater care ſhould be ta- 


ken to naerſtand what it means, and not 


to repoſe ourſelves on an empry Name, in- 


ſtead of a real Thing. There is not 


a more cquivocal, or ambiguous Phraſe 
than This of a good Life : Every different 
Sect almoſt has its own peculiar Idea of it: 
And tho' they may perhaps agree in ſome 
few generals, yet none of them agree in all 
the particulars that ſhould go in to make 
up the one collective Notion, or Defini— 
tion of it. Jes, Turks, Pagans, and Infe- 


(i) Nonnulli eo uſque reſtringunt Fundamenta Religio- 
nis, ut dicant, præter obedientiam mandatis divinis, & poſi- 
tam in promiſſis evangelicis Fidaciam, fundamentale nihil 
eſſe. Turretin p. 13, 14. Conf. Hoornbeeck. Tom. I. 176. 

Minus recte aſſertum Aliis Hoc Criterium fierit; ca ſola 
cenſeri debere neceſſaria, vel fundamentalia, quæ practica, que 


ad vitam & mores faciunt, quæ accomodata ad fudium Pi- 


etatis excitandum. Unde quoſdam, noſtra ætate, Fiducia 
promiſſionum, & præceptorum obedientia Totum Chriſtia- 
niſmum circumſcripſiſſe conſtat. Frid. Spanh. T. III. 1334. 

| dels, 
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6:89 ) 27 
dels, as well as Chriſtians, all talk of a good 
Life, and cach in their own Senſe: And 
the ſeveral denominations of Chriſtians, as 
Papiſis and Proteſtants, Believers and Half-be- 
lievers, the ſobereſt Charch-men, and the wild- 
eſt Hectaries, all equally claim a Title to 
what they call a good Life. But do they 
all mean the ſame Thing by it? No cer- 
tainly : And there lies the Fallacy. To be 
a little more particular, it is obſervable that 
the infamous Apelles, of the Marcionite Tribe, 
in the ſecond Century (a Man that di- 
carded the Prophecies of the Old Teſtament, 
and who denied the real Humanity, or In- 
carnation, of our Bleſſed Lord, yet) plead- 
ed This for a Salvo, or cover for all his 
execrable Doctrines, that a good Liſe, toge- 
ther with a reliance upon Chris Crucified, 
was ſufficient for every Thing l. It is cer- 
rain that he left out of his Idea of a good 


(k) © Salmeron, Cofterus, Acoſta, are ſo ingenuous as to 
c confeſs expreſsly, that a Life apparently good and Ho- 
* neſt is not proper to any one Sect, but common to 
% Feaus, Turks, and Hereticks: And St. Chryſoflom is as 
plain and large to my Purpoſe as any of them. It is 
* too plain, that arguing from the pretended Holineſi of 
« Mens Lives to the Goodneſs of their Cauſe or Opi- 
* nion, is a Paralogiſm which hath advanced Ariani/m, 
« Pelagianiſm, and other Herefies of old, Mahometani/m, 
„ Familiſm, and Anabaptiſm of late; and, unleſs God of 
his infinite Mercy prevent, may ruin Chriftendoz now. 

Tho. Smith, —_ to his Tranſlation of Daille's 
Apology. p. 31. 
(J) Euſeb. Eecl. Milos V. e. 19. 226. 


H Life 


(38) 
Life, one eſſential ingredient of it vis. A 
ſincere Love of Truth, accompanied with 
an humble Submiſſun of his own conceits to 
the plain and ſalutary Doctrine of the Goſ- 
pel. So again, profeſſed Deiſts have put 
in their Claims, along with others, to the 
Title of a good Life, and have valued them- 
ſelves upon it, n, under a total contempt 
of all revealed Religion. It is manifeſt, 
they muſt have left out of their Idea of a 
good Life, the beſt ingredient of it; name- 
ly, the Obedience of Faith. No doubt but 
moral Probity is in itſelf an excellent Qua- 
lity, and I ſhould be apt to value even a 
Turk, a Few, or a Pagan who enjoys it in any 
competent degree, more than the moſt or- 
thodox Chriſtian who is a Stranger to it: 
But ſtill it is but a Part, (tho' an eſſen- 
tial Part) of a good Life, in the proper 


Chriſtian Senſe; for nothing comes up to 


the true and full Notion of a gocd Lyfe, 
but univerſal Righteouſneſs both in Fauh 
and Manners a. A right Belief (in Funda- 
mentals at leaſt) is implied and included in 
true Obedience, as Believing is ſubmitting to 
Divine Authority, and is obching the com- 


(m) Haud crucient Animum quæ circa Relligionem 
vexantur Lites; fit modo vita prota. 

| | Baro. Herbert. apud Kartholt. p. 20. 
(n) Sce Importance p 148. &c. 295. 
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mands of God '. It is a vain Thing there- 
fore to ſpeak of a good Life, as/ſeparate 
from ſaving Belicf, or Knowledge, where 
ſuch Knowledge may be had?. / The Pre- 
tence to it carries this twofold Abſuraity a- 
long with it. : It ſuppoſes the End already 
attain'd without the previous meceſ/ar 
Means, and makes the Whole to ſubſiſt 
without the eſſential Parts. In ſhorr, there 
is no judging of a good Life, but by conſider- 
ing firſt what it contains, and whether it an- 
ſwers its true Jaca or Definition, or means on- 
ly a partial Obedience. A Belief of Funda- 
mentals ought to make Part of the Idea, or- 
dinarily at leaſt: which therefore muſt be 
determined before we can form a juſt eſti- 
mate of a good Life. To deny or disbe- 
lieve the fundamental Articles of Chriſtia- 
nity, is a contradiction to the very Na- 
ture and Notion of true Chriſtian 8 
and will always be a ſtronger Argu 


(0) See Importance p. 67. &c. K 

(p] A late ingenious Writer well expreſſes this mat- 
ter, as follows: Tis in vain to pretend to real purify 
« of Heart, or Life, without a Belief of the Trutb. 
„ How is it poſſible that the Man ean be really good, 
< who is conſtantly offering the high AK Monts to his 
Maler, and by a diſbelief of the and important 
« Articles of Faith, is loud! — Him a Liar? 
He that believeth not God, hath made Him a Liar, becauſe | 


He believeth not the r that God N ＋ his Son. 


. Joh. V. 19. 
Dunlop's Preface to Weſtminſter Confaſſer, p. 168. 
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ment againſt the Suppoſition of a good Life, 


than any other Circumſtances can be for it 9. 


Or if we may ſometimes charitably hope 


or believe that ſuch and ſach Perſons, er- 


ring fundamentally and propagating their 
Errors, are yet ſtrictly honeſt Men, and ac- 
cepted by the great ſearcher of Hearts, as 
holding what is ſafficient for Them, and as 
doing the beſt They can; yet This can be no 
Rule for the Church to proceed by, which 
muſt judge by the nature and tendency of 
the Doctrines, what is fundamental in an 
abſtract View to the Chriſtian Fabrick, as 
before intimated. As to what is ſo in a ve. 
lative view to particular Perſons, God 
only is judge, and not we; and therefore 
to Him we ſhauld leave it. 

Having thus, my Reverend Brethren, re- 
cited, and competently examined the ſeve- 


ral improper, Or erroneous Rules ſuggeſted by 


ſome learned Writers for determining Fun- 


damentals, and having pointed out, (in as 


clear a Manner, and in las ſhort a Compaſs 
as I well could) their principal Defecls; 1 
may now return with the greater Advan- 
tage, to the Rule before laid down, and 


() See more in reference to this Head, in 
Frid. Spanheim. T. III. 1336. 
Velthuyſius. 698. 703. 742. 

Turretin. p. 14. | 
 Hoornbeech, p. 177; =— 187. 
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there abide. Whatever Veritics are found 
to be plainly and directly eſſential to the 
Doctrine of the Goſpel-Covenant, They are 


fundamental Verities: And whatever Errors 


are plainly and directly ſubverſive of it, they 
are fundamental Errors, By this Rule, as I 
humbly conceive, we may with ſufficient 
certainty fix the Terms of Communion with 
the ſeveral Denominations of Chriſtians. 
As to the preciſe Terms of Salvation, They 
may admit of greater variety, and Lati- 
tude, on account of particular Circum- 
ſtances, of diverſe Kinds: And there is 
no neceſlity of abſolutely excluding all 
from uncoduenanted, or even covenanted Mer- 
cies t, whom we may be obliged to exclude 
from Brotherly Communion. God will have 
regard in Judgment, to javincible Igno- 
rance, Incapacity, Infirmity: But en 
ought to have no regard to them, in ſet- 


(r) Perſons, unbaptied and without the Pale of the 
Church, doing all that humanly ſpeaking could be ex- 
pected in their Circumſtances, we exclude not from un- 
covenanted Mercies. 

Perſons admitted into Covenant by . Baptiſm, and erring 
fundamentally, but with an honeft Mind, and under ſome 
unavoidable Infirmity, or Incapacity, we exclude not even 
from covenanted Mercies : For, They that are unavoidably. 
unaffectedly blind, are not chargeable with Six ſo far; And 
a Man ſhall be accepted ( as I obſerved above. pag. 11.) 
according to what He hath or might have, not accord- 
ing to what He hath not and could not have. This Rule 
is a Goſpel-Rule, and ſo 'makes a part of the Chriſtian Co- 
venant, | 
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ting the Terms of Communion ; becauſe they 
ought never to look upon any Ignorance 
&c; as invincible, while it is in their Pow- 
er to apply any probable, or poſſible Reme- 
dies; and among the poſſible or probable 
Remedics, Church Cenſures may be juſtly 
reckoned, as carrying both T/tru#ion and 
Aamonttion along with them. Whether 
the Errors be vincible or invincible, whether 
the Parties erring be curable or incurable, 
in many caſes, God alone can know; 
Church-Governours do not, and cannot; 
and therefore they are to proceed in the 
tame way, and to make uſe of the ſame 
/ Expedicnts (under direction of Scripture) as 
it they were certain that the Error is con- 
guernble, and the Party capable of Cure. 
But beſides the conſideration of the fend. 
ins Party, there are ſeveral more Things 
of Moment to be looked to in this Buſi- 
nels; vir. the preſerving Others from going 
aſtray, and the keeping our ſelves pure and 
andefiled, and the maintaining Truth wy 
Gealineſs in the Face of the World, every 
according to his Abilities, and according ma 
the Station wherein God has placed Him: 
For © Since the confervation of ſuch 
„Things as are united, is the end of union, 
cc it is evident that we are not to entertain 
% any anion but only with them who may 
„help it forward. If therefore there bs 
- any 


% TX - WW a YO oO "8 


) 
L 
4 
; 


ec 


ce 
cc 
cc 
cc 
c c 
(c 
cc 
cr 


cc 


cc. 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


Name of Chriſt, ſubvert his Dodrine, 


nihilate his Authority and our Salvation; Ki 


it is ſo far from being our Duty to anite 
our ſelves to them, that, on the con- 
trary, we are obliged to part with them : 
Becauſe, to unite with Them, were in 
effect to diſunite from Chriſt, and from 
his Body; and inſtead of coming to Sal- 
vation, to fall into eternal Ruin. 
Both the Diſcipline of Feſus Chriſt, and 
the Laws of Civil Societies, and even 
Thoſe of Nature it ſelf, permit us to 4 
void the Communion of ſuch as, under any 
Pretence, Name, or Colour whatever, 
go about to deſtroy and ruin Chriſtia- 
nity f. 


{ſ\) Daille. Apology for the Reformed Churches. p. 4, 5. 
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any who under colour of the Be 


